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Mr. BOB SMITH of Oregon, Mr. BOB
SCHAFFER of Colorado, and Mr. GIL-
MAN changed their vote from ‘‘aye’’ to
‘‘no.’’

Mr. MANTON and Ms. EDDIE BER-
NICE JOHNSON of Texas changed their
vote from ‘‘no’’ to ‘‘aye.’’

So the amendment was rejected.
The result of the vote was announced

as above recorded.
Mr. SKAGGS. Mr. Speaker, I move to

strike the last word.
Mr. Speaker, I have a brief statement

to make about a matter in the bill; and
then I believe the chairman will be
asking unanimous consent to deal with
the program for the rest of the evening.
I just wanted Members to be alerted to
that. I will be brief.

I just want to talk for a minute
about something that is referenced in
our report concerning the nonacoustic
submarine warfare research program
that is conducted by an office under
the Assistant Secretary of Defense re-
sponsible for intelligence. It is gen-
erally referred to by the acronym
ASAP, the Advanced Sensor Applica-
tion Program.

It was created by Congress, and we
have always insisted that it be man-
aged independently of the Navy. We
have recently learned that there is an
effort underway by the Navy and ele-
ments within OSD to transfer this pro-
gram to Navy management, in direct
contravention of years of consistent
guidance from Congress.

This came too late to be incorporated
into our bill, but I want to the make
Members aware of it. There is guidance
regarding this program in our report.
Most particularly, this language was
drafted to repeat the congressional in-
tent, and I quote, that ‘‘we have re-
peatedly addressed the need to main-
tain two separate independent but co-
ordinated nonacoustic submarine war-
fare programs within the Department
of Defense.’’ And it goes on to state
that, ‘‘ASAP is expected to continue
investigating advanced technology in
nonacoustical anti-submarine war-
fare.’’

Mr. Speaker, in my view, this is very
important and precludes the Depart-
ment from transferring this program to
the Navy. I think that is the correct
course. We have a great deal riding on
maintaining the small insurance pro-
gram in our nonacoustical anti-sub-
marine warfare research programs.

Mr. GOSS. Mr. Chairman, I move
that the Committee do now rise.

The motion was agreed to.
Accordingly the Committee rose; and

the Speaker pro tempore [Mr.
MCINNIS], having assumed the chair,
Mr. THORNBERRY, Chairman of the
Committee of the Whole House on the
State of the Union, reported that that
Committee, having had under consider-
ation the bill, (H.R. 1775), to authorize

appropriations for fiscal year 1998 for
intelligence and intelligence-related
activities of the United States Govern-
ment, the Community Management Ac-
count, and the Central Intelligence
Agency Retirement and Disability Sys-
tem, and for other purposes, had come
to no resolution thereon.
f

PROVIDING FOR FURTHER CONSID-
ERATION OF H.R. 1775, INTEL-
LIGENCE AUTHORIZATION ACT
FOR FISCAL YEAR 1998
Mr. GOSS. Mr. Speaker, I rise to

make a unanimous consent request
which I think will be of great interest
to all Members, concerning what we ex-
pect to be the events of the next hour
and a half or so.

I ask unanimous consent that during
further consideration of H.R. 1775, pur-
suant to House Resolution 179, the
Chairman of the Committee of the
Whole may, (1) postpone until a time
during further consideration in the
Committee of the Whole a request for a
recorded vote on any amendment; and
(2) reduce to 5 minutes the minimum
time for electronic voting on any post-
poned question that follows another
electronic vote without intervening
business, provided that the time for
electronic voting on the first in any se-
ries of questions shall be a minimum of
15 minutes.

I further would like to explain my
unanimous consent request, Mr. Chair-
man, by saying that my understanding
and part of the unanimous consent re-
quest is that the remaining amend-
ments, which I will outline, on H.R.
1775, my understanding, the Frank
amendment and all amendments there-
to would be considered for a total of 30
minutes, that would be 15 minutes a
side; that the Waters amendment that
has to do with the Los Angeles drug
problem be limited to 60 minutes, that
would be 30 minutes a side, and all
amendments thereto, if that amend-
ment is in fact in order, which I am not
certain about at this time; and that
the Waters Amendment No. 2 and all
amendments thereto, which has to do
with the Gulf war chemical warfare
amendment, be limited to 60 minutes,
30 minutes a side.

That would, by my judgment, wrap
up all of the amendments that we have
provided, then to get back to the nor-
mal motions to recommit and closing
out the bill in the normal way. I be-
lieve that if there is no opposition to
our unanimous consent request, that
would ensure Members until approxi-
mately 8:30, probably thereafter, before
we would have the rolled votes; and
that is my unanimous consent request.

I would be very happy to yield if
there is a question.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Florida?

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Speaker, reserving
the right to object, is it my under-
standing that the chairman on the sec-
ond amendment might have a sub-
stitute amendment?

Mr. GOSS. Mr. Speaker, if the gen-
tleman will yield, if the gentleman is
referring to the Waters second amend-
ment, which is the one on the Gulf war
chemical warfare problem, the gen-
tleman is correct. There is a substitute
amendment that will be offered and
that, indeed, could extend the time
out.

Mr. DICKS. Further reserving the
right to object, Mr. Speaker, do we un-
derstand that we would roll the votes
and we would have a 15-minute vote
followed by two 5-minute votes if there
were 3 votes requested? Is that the un-
derstanding?

Mr. GOSS. If the gentleman would
yield further, my understanding is that
the first vote in the series would have
to be a 15-minute vote and all subse-
quent votes would be 5 minutes. It is
hard for me to say how many there will
be because there is a germaneness
question on one of these; and my sub-
stitute I would not think would take
very long.

I am told that there is confusion
about whether my substitute is in-
cluded in the 60 minutes that is set
aside for Waters 2.

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Speaker, I thought it
was 60 minutes with all amendments
thereto.

Mr. GOSS. Mr. Speaker, if the gen-
tleman would continue to yield, that is
my understanding. I want to make sure
that that is the understanding of the
gentlewoman from California (Ms. Wa-
ters) also. In that case, there is no mis-
understanding.

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw
my reservation of objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair would clarify that the Gulf war
amendment is amendment No. 6 by the
gentlewoman from California [Ms. WA-
TERS].

Mr. GOSS. I am sure the Speaker is
correct on that.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Florida?

There was no objection.

f

b 1900

INTELLIGENCE AUTHORIZATION
ACT FOR FISCAL YEAR 1998

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
MCINNIS). Pursuant to House Resolu-
tion 179 and rule XXIII, the Chair de-
clares the House in the Committee of
the Whole House on the State of the
Union for the further consideration of
the bill, H.R. 1775.

b 1900

IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE

Accordingly the House resolved itself
into the Committee of the Whole House
on the State of the Union for the fur-
ther consideration of the bill (H.R.
1775) to authorize appropriations for
fiscal year 1998 for intelligence and in-
telligence-related activities of the U.S.
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